Yuma County

Data Charts

Risk and Protective FaACtOF PEOfIlEs .............ccocociiiiiiiiiiiiiiiitie ittt 233
Substance Use and ANtiSOCIAL BERAVIOF ................c.c.ccceeueiiiiiiieeieet ettt ettt saeeae e 236
SCROOLI SALCLY ...ttt ettt a ettt ettt et e ekt e bt et et e e st e e e eneenaeeaeenes 238
Data Tables

1 CharacteriSticS Of PAFTICIDANLS ...........cccoociiie ettt ettt ettt sttt at e eae et e bt eteeneeeneeeneas 241
2 Risk and Protective FACIOr DEfITITIONS.............c..c.ccueueieieee ettt ettt ettt 241
3 Number of Students Who Completed the SUFVEY ..............cccoeiiiiiioiiiie ettt 243
4 Percentage of Students RepOrting RiSK.............cc.cccovuieviiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiecie ettt eae e 243
5 Percentage of Students RepOrting PrOteCtiOn................cc.cc.ocveeuieiiieiesiieieeieeiesieeie et ese e eae e 243
6 Percentage of Students Who Used ADOTSs During Their LIfetime ................ccccovveeeecieeieenieiieeeieeseeneeennes 244
7 Percentage of Students Who Used ATODs During the Past 30 DAYS...........cccccccooeriniiniiiiiniiioiiiiieeneneanee 244
8 Percentage of Students With Heavy Use of Alcohol and Cigarettes...............ccccouuvvevviiviivenceaniieeieeieenn, 244
9 Percentage of Students With Antisocial Behavior in the Past Year .............c..ccccovcevvieveiiiciiienienieseieeenn, 244
10 Percentage of Students in the State and Your County Reporting Safety and School Issues................c........... 245

Yuma County, Arizona 2002 Arizona Youth Survey 231






N
=
]
[—t
S5
o
=4
[~
=4
S
x
2 Z
O
Oz
S 5
2
9
=4
[~
a
Z
<
N4
N
[l
&~

S
S
2
3}
o
)
N
8
=
S
S
e
-4
S
=
S
-~
S
-
S
~
N

Risk Factors
2002 Student Survey, Grade 8

Peer / Individual

School

Family

Community

OCounty 2002
® State 2002

|

- - 7 State Norm

juawaAjoAu] bueg

swojdwAg aaissaidaq

€SV 10} spiemay

Bunjeag uonesuag

sBnuq jo asn s,pusauy

S199d |e1o0SIjuy YjIm uoljoesau|
as( BniQ Jo ysiy paAlediad

asn Bnuq o} a|qeloAeq sapnIny
€4SV 0} 3|qeloAe sapnyny

asn Bniq jo uoneniuj Alueg

€sv jo uonenu Alueg

ssausnol|[agqay

100Y9g 0} JUBWIHWWOD MO

ainjied oslwapesy

as() BniQg JoAe4 sapnyyy juaied
€SV 0} 8|qeione] SapN}NY Judied
Joineyag |e1oosnuy jo AiojsiH Ajiwey
11u0) Ajjwey

1 ey Ajlwey 100d

sunBpueH jo Ajljiqe|ieAy paAladiad
sbnuq jo Ayjiqe|ieAy paAladlad
asn BniQ 10Ae4 SWLION @ smeT
Anqo ' suonisuesy
uoneziuebiosiq Ajunwwod

n v pooyioqyBiaN mo

o
S

o
=3

o
=]

60
0
20

I3
=

3SIY I8 YINoA jo abejuasiad

10

0

Protective Factors
2002 Student Survey, Grade 8

School Peer / Individual

Family

Community

13pIQ [eI0I Y3 Ul J31Ieg

SIS |eldos

OCounty 2002

©® State 2002
- - 7 State Norm

JUBWAA|OAU|
11905014 40} SpIEMIY

JUBWAJOAU|
|e1o0soud 4oy *ddQ

JUSWAA|OAU] [B1D0S0Id
10} spiemay Ajiwey

JUBWIBAOAU]
|e1oosoud Joy *ddQ Ajiwey

Juswyoeny Ajwe

H

100

920

80

o =3 o
] < @

10} 3A1399}0.d YNM YInoA jo abejuasiad

20
10
0

JUSWAA|OAU] [B100SOId
10} SpIeMaY WWo)

JUBWAAJOAU]
|e1o0soud 4o} *ddQ

233

2002 Arizona Youth Survey

Yuma County, Arizona



T -
7 7 H D jusawanjoau] bueg [ 7 7 7
g W_ S [ 0_ | swojdwAg anissaidaq .m ' |RIOW B3 Ul 3119
1 1 1
wn m. M m 1. gsYV 10} spiemay < ! |
o 3w I r [} ]
w E m w ~ o Bunjeag uonesuag e !
h H + ! S| e190:!
H 3 o sBnig jo asn s,pualiy i _ IS |etoos
£ 1 L 1
O £ o S199d [B190SHUY YHM uoijoeIdju| :
- T 1
R = 1 I 1
o - m o! —— asn BniQ jo ysiy paAniadiad H JuawdAjoAU]
I H i — S o E : |BI20S01d 10} SPIEMAY
S e[| asnbnig o) aiqeioney sapmmy 3|l S 8 s i
O = H I mW 2 z < ] H
Q of 1 €SV 0} d|qeloAey SapNINY 2 528w ' i
= = N = ' L 3 385 1
1
o Q ) [ e asq Bniq jo uoneniu| Aeg © Oe ™ 1 JUSWAJOAU|
~ k<] 1 n N o1 .
N A Dl © ! 3 p .m (0} “ |e1v0soud Joy "ddo
i 0 0 uonenu Ae: -
UFd & ; | 8sv so uoneniul Aue3 .W.W “
m W W m Wy e ssausnoj|jaqay w 2 m
R o 1 3 o >
— o2 8 o |00Y2S 03 JUBWHWWOD MO >0 ° _ JUSLIBAOAU [120S0.d
. ! L = |
A T w _.Pa qu .m ! 0 = ! 1o spiemay Ajwey
M C R X n [ 0_ ainjieq Jslwspedy .w “ “
= s < e > ! I
U ot de [ % q4 asn Bniq 10Ae4 sapnypy juased W 2 = H
Y O m S ! I (2] m . JUBWBAJOAU| [BID0SO0Id
& = n E e[| asvo)a|qeioned sopmumy jualed P B 104 *ddQ Apwey
.F.C N (] 1 i (=]
-9 E o w “ ® Joineyag |e1oosnuy jo AiojsiH Ajiwey N |
1=} ! L
=) N ' e 11u0) Ajjwey
N ! I ° _ juawyoeny Ajiwey
A ® 1 ey Ajlwey 100d
K ® sunBpuey jo Ajjiqe|ieAy paAladiad
175} L
m > sBnuq jo Aiqe|ieAy paatadiad . JUBWAA|OAU| [B120SO01d
e i > 10} SpiemMay Wwo)H
m 12 asn BniQ 10Ae4 SWLION @ smeT iz
L S
m Aniiqo '@ suopisues | m I
(8] l
o
® uoneziuebiosiqg AJunwwosn o ° _ JuswiaAjoAu|
L |e1o0soud 10} "ddQ
0 juswydeny pooyioqyblaN Mo
P R T M A A A AP
SIY 3 Yno, jo abejusdiad 10J0B 4 3A1}99)04d Y}M YINoA jo abejuasiad

Yuma County, Arizona

2002 Arizona Youth Survey

234




N
=
]
[—t
S5
o
=4
[~
=4
S
x
2 Z
O
Oz
S 5
2
9
=4
[~
a
Z
<
N4
N
[l
&~

S
S
2
3}
o
)
N
8
=
S
S
e
-4
S
=
S
-~
S
-
S
~
N

Risk Factors
2002 Student Survey, Grade 12

Peer / Individual

School

Family

Community

OCounty 2002

® State 2002
- - 7 State Norm

JuawaA|oAu| Bue

swojdwAg aaissaidaqg

gSYV 10} spiemay

Buiyeag uolesuag

|

sBnuq jo asf s,puatig

$193d [e190S1JUY YIM uondRIdu|

as Bniq Jo ysIy paA1adlad

asn Bniq o} ajqesone sapnuRyY

|

€4SV 0} 3|qeloAe sapniny
asn Bnuq jo uonenuj Aueg

asv jo uoneniu) e

ssausnol||aqay

|00Y9S 0} JUBWHWWOD MO

|

ain|ieq o1wapesy

asn Bniq 1oAe4 sapmyy juaied

*----

9SV 0} 9|qeIOAR ] SIPNINY Jusled

JoiAaeyag [erdosnuy jo AioysiH Ajwey

1IU0Y Ajwey

juswabeuely Ajlwe4 1004

sunBpueH jo AyjiqejieAy paAladiad

sBnuq jo fyijiqe|ieAy paaiadiad

as( BniQg 1oAe4 sSuLION @ smeT

Auiqo B suopsuel)

uoneziuebiosiq Alunwwod

juswydeyy pooysoqybiaN Mo

100

90

80

a0 H

o o o
~ © I3

3SIY Je YINoA jo abejuadiad

=3 o o o
@ « -

Protective Factors
2002 Student Survey, Grade 12

Peer / Individual

School

Family

Community

19pI0
|eJo|N 3y} ul jaleg

slis |edos

OCounty 2002
® State 2002

- - 7 State Norm

JUBWIBA|OAU]
|BI20S01d 10} SPIEMAY

JUSBWAJOAU|
|e1v0soud Joy "ddo

JUBWIAA|OAU] [B190S0.d
10§ spaemay Ajjwey

JUSWIAAJOAU] [BI90SOId
10} "ddQ Ajjwey

juawyseny Ajwey

100

90

=3 o Q o =} =) o
@© ~ © I3 < @ «

10 1

10J0B 4 3A1}93)0.1d YHM UYINOoA jo abejuasiad

JUBWIBAJOAU| [BI90S0Id
10} SpJemay wwon

JUSBWAA|OAU|
|e1vosoud Joy "ddo

235

2002 Arizona Youth Survey

Yuma County, Arizona



&
Qo
[}
>
<
=
=
2]
]
2 2
O£
< Z
s <
==
>~ Z
<
=
92
=)
=]
o
=
<

2002 Student Survey, Grade 8

5 7 7 ®| |ooyog 0} unBpuey
m @ [ unBpueH e paiue)
& S o o[ wsen o1 poyoeuy
m W_, Q ® [ pajsauy usag
o t g L
w 3 S o[ a1o1yaA e usjois
= o o L
M O e ® [ sbnuq |ebay plos
[ 100yos 3e ybiH 10 yunig
Q L
W ° |ooyog wouy papuadsng
W. o| Aeqg/sepaiebi) jo yoed z/L
© L
m [ Bunjuuq sbuig
@ [ Aseysog
@ saAnepas
| uioiay
| splosag
[ L
% d sauiwejaydweyiapy
W @[] auieoson
Q L
w o | suaboulonjieq
€| sjuejeyyl
[ euenluep
o[] oodeqoy Buimayn
® [ sonasebin
o [oyoa|y
@ [] Aseysoz
o[ saAnepas
o] ulossH
o[ sprosdlg
% OH‘ saujwejaydweyjay
= L
m [ ] _n‘ auleso)
= @ | suabouionjjey
2 L
3 | sweleyu)
° euenfuep
[ ] I 022eq0] Buimayn
[ ] I sapeasebin
[ ; : loyoa|y
g & 8 & 8 88 % 8 =8 2 °

(%) sabejuaoiad

2002 Student Survey, Grade 10

° 7 7 E looyag 0} unBpueHq
.N @ unBpueH e paiued
< ~ L
a S [O wiieH 0} payoeny
@ S 8 !
] aw. 5 B pajsauly uaag
o T o L
& g & B eio1uaA € ualos
M [m] ° ® [ sbnuq |eBaj|| pjos
1ooyag je yBiH 10 unig
o L
Y o[ Aeq/sepaiebid jo yoed /L
© L
% Bunjuuq abuig
@] Aseyso3z
o[ saAnepas
@ ulossy
@] splossig
Q L
% & soulwejaydweyiapy
M. e[| auieoson
w. @[] suaboujonjey
€| sjuejeyul
euenfuep
® | o9deqo) Buimayn
sapasebiy
[e [oyoa|y
[ ] Aseysog
® [] sannepag
| ulosay
@] splosais
W o I saulwejaydweyioy
) ° | auieson
...m [ ] _”‘ suaboulonjieq
ke I
- leyuj
o euenfuep
[e I sapoasebln
] L
o= ; : Ioyoo|y
g & 8 & 8 8 % 8 e e

(%) sabejuaoiad

Yuma County, Arizona

2002 Arizona Youth Survey

236



237

looyag 0} unBpueHq

X

e[| unBpueH e paiue)
Q_H‘ wJeH o} payoeny
AH‘ pajsaily uaag

M‘ 8Jo1YaA e us|olS

L] _H‘ sBnuq |eBaj|| pjos

° [ I Jooyag je yBiH 10 unig

OCounty 2002

Antisocial Behavior
@ State 2002

€____| 100yog wouy papuadsng

Keq/sepouebi) jo yoed z/L

[ Bunjuuq abuig
@] Aseysog
@ [| seanepag

Heavy Use
°
il

@] ulosay
o sploialg
€] soulwejoydweyioly

aujes0n

30-Day Use
°
O

®[] suaboujonjey

sjuejeyu|

° [ I euenfuep
_H‘ o022eqo] Buimayn
Y | sapatebin
o [ I loyoa|y
®| [ Aseyso3
° _”‘ SaAljepas

&
Qo
[}
>
<
=
=
=]
]
2 2
O£
< Z
s <
==
>~ Z
<
=
92
=)
a
o
=
<

2002 Student Survey, Grade 12
[J

ulosay

| spiosars

auleso)

o]

o[
€| soul 1dweyiay

—

—]

suaboulonjieq

Lifetime Use

[ ] sjuejeyu|

[ ] [ euenfuep

ﬂ‘ ovoeqo] Bumeyd

 — ) sapaebin

104091y

30 H H
20 |
10H H
0

I

T v T
o o e
2 3 <

100
90
80 11
70

(%) sabejuaoiad

2002 Arizona Youth Survey

Yuma County, Arizona




YUMA COUNTY

COMMUNITY SAFETY PROFILE

100

920

80

70

60

2002 Student Survey, Grade 8

OCounty 2002

© State 2002

40

30

20

10

S
[
(=2
S 50
c
[
I~
[
B 4
30
20 ®
10 )
— — 1]
0 T T
Unsafe at School Carried a Weapon Threatened or Injured In a Physical Fight
2002 Student Survey, Grade 10
100
90
OCounty 2002
80 © State 2002
70
— 60
9
[
(=2
S 50
c
[
I~
[
o

—_—

[ ]

Unsafe at School

Carried a Weapon Threatened or Injured In a Physical Fight

238

2002 Arizona Youth Survey Yuma County, Arizona




YUMA COUNTY
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Table 1. Characteristics of Participants

State* Yuma County
Number Percent Number Percent
Total Students 12,203 100 1,771 14.5
Grade 8 3,451 28.3 213 12.0
10 4,984 40.8 1,008 56.9
12 3,768 30.9 550 31.1
Gender Male 5,881 48.2 816 46.1
Female 6,043 49.5 898 50.7
Ethnicity White 6,198 50.8 487 27.5
African American 292 2.4 36 2.0
Native American 1,237 10.1 13 0.7
Hispanic 3,630 29.7 1,128 63.7
Asian 258 2.1 36 2.0

*12,203 represents the sample population.

Table 2. Risk and Protective Factor Definitions

Community Domain Risk Factors

Community and Personal

Neighborhoods with high rates of residential mobility have been shown to have higher rates of juvenile

Transitions & Mobility crime and drug selling, while children who experience frequent residential moves and stressful life
transitions have been shown to have higher risk for school failure, delinquency, and drug use.

Community Research has shown that neighborhoods with high population density, lack of natural surveillance of

Disorganization public places, physical deterioration, and high rates of adult crime also have higher rates of juvenile
crime and drug selling.

Low Neighborhood A low level of bonding to the neighborhood is related to higher levels of juvenile crime and drug selling.

Attachment

Laws and Norms
Favorable Toward Drug
Use

Research has shown that legal restrictions on alcohol and tobacco use, such as raising the legal drinking
age, restricting smoking in public places, and increased taxation have been followed by decreases in
consumption. Moreover, national surveys of high school seniors have shown that shifts in normative
attitudes toward drug use have preceded changes in prevalence of use.

Perceived Availability of
Drugs and Handguns

The availability of cigarettes, alcohol, marijuana, and other illegal drugs has been related to the use of
these substances by adolescents. The availability of handguns is also related to a higher risk of crime and
substance use by adolescents.

Community Domain Protective Factors

Opportunities for Positive
Involvement

When opportunities are available in a community for positive participation, children are less likely to
engage in substance use and other problem behaviors.

Rewards for Positive Rewards for positive participation in activities helps children bond to the community, thus lowering their
Involvement risk for substance use.
Family Domain Risk Factors

Family History of When children are raised in a family with a history of problem behaviors (e.g., violence or ATOD use),
Antisocial Behavior the children are more likely to engage in these behaviors.
Family Confflict Children raised in families high in conflict, whether or not the child is directly involved in the conflict,

appear at risk for both delinquency and drug use.
Parental Attitudes In families where parents use illegal drugs, are heavy users of alcohol, or are tolerant of children’s use,

Favorable Toward
Antisocial Behavior &
Drugs

children are more likely to become drug abusers during adolescence. The risk is further increased if
parents involve children in their own drug (or alcohol) using behavior, for example, asking the child to
light the parent’s cigarette or get the parent a beer from the refrigerator.

Poor Family Discipline

Parents’ use of inconsistent and/or unusually harsh or severe punishment with their children places them
at higher risk for substance use and other problem behaviors.

Poor Family Supervision

Parents’ failure to provide clear expectations and to monitor their children’s behavior makes it more
likely that they will engage in drug abuse whether or not there are family drug problems.

Family Attachment

Young people who feel that they are a valued part of their family are less likely to engage in substance
use and other problem behaviors.

Yuma County, Arizona
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Table 2. Risk and Protective Factor Definitions (Continued)

Family Domain Protective Factors

Opportunities for Positive
Involvement

Young people who are exposed to more opportunities to participate meaningfully in the responsibilities
and activities of the family are less likely to engage in drug use and other problem behaviors.

Rewards for Positive
Involvement

When parents, siblings, and other family members praise, encourage, and attend to things done well by
their child, children are less likely to engage in substance use and problem behaviors.

School Domain Risk Factors

Academic Failure

Beginning in the late elementary grades (grades 4-6) academic failure increases the risk of both drug
abuse and delinquency. It appears that the experience of failure itself, for whatever reasons, increases the
risk of problem behaviors.

Little Commitment to
School

Surveys of high school seniors have shown that the use of hallucinogens, cocaine, heroin, stimulants, and
sedatives or non-medically prescribed tranquilizers is significantly lower among students who expect to
attend college than among those who do not. Factors such as liking school, spending time on homework,
and perceiving the coursework as relevant are also negatively related to drug use.

School Domain Protective Factors

Opportunities for Positive
Involvement

When young people are given more opportunities to participate meaningfully in important activities at
school, they are less likely to engage in drug use and other problem behaviors.

Rewards for Positive When young people are recognized and rewarded for their contributions at school, they are less likely to
Involvement be involved in substance use and other problem behaviors

Peer-Individual Risk Factors
Favorable Attitudes Young people who accept or condone antisocial behavior are more likely to engage in a variety of
Toward Antisocial problem behaviors, including drug use.
Behavior

Early Initiation of Problem
Behavior

Early onset of drug use predicts misuse of drugs. The earlier the onset of any drug use, the greater the
involvement in other drug use and the greater frequency of use. Onset of drug use prior to the age of 15
is a consistent predictor of drug abuse, and a later age of onset of drug use has been shown to predict
lower drug involvement and a greater probability of discontinuation of use.

Favorable Attitudes
Toward Drug Use

Initiation of use of any substance is preceded by values favorable to its use. During the elementary
school years, most children express anti-drug, anti-crime, and pro-social attitudes and have difficulty
imagining why people use drugs. However, in middle school, as more youth are exposed to others who
use drugs, their attitudes often shift toward greater acceptance of these behaviors. Youth who express
positive attitudes toward drug use are at higher risk for subsequent drug use.

Friends' Use of Drugs

Young people who associate with peers who engage in alcohol or substance abuse are much more likely
to engage in the same behavior. Peer drug use has consistently been found to be among the strongest
predictors of substance use among youth. Even when young people come from well-managed families
and do not experience other risk factors, spending time with friends who use drugs greatly increases the
risk of that problem developing.

Interaction with Antisocial
Peers

Young people who associate with peers who engage in problem behaviors are at higher risk for engaging
in antisocial behavior themselves.

Low Perceived Risk of Young people who do not perceive drug use to be risky are far more likely to engage in drug use.

Drug Use

Rewards for Antisocial Young people who receive rewards for their antisocial behavior are at higher risk for engaging further in
Involvement antisocial behavior and substance use.

Rebelliousness Young people who do not feel part of society, are not bound by rules, don’t believe in trying to be

successful or responsible, or who take an active rebellious stance toward society, are at higher risk of
abusing drugs. In addition, high tolerance for deviance, a strong need for independence, and
normlessness have all been linked with drug use.

Sensation Seeking

Young people who seek out opportunities for dangerous, risky behavior in general are at higher risk for
participating in drug use and other problem behaviors.

Peer-Individual Protective Factors

Religiosity

Young people who regularly attend religious services are less likely to engage in problem behaviors.

Social Skills

Young people who are socially competent and engage in positive interpersonal relations with their peers
are less likely to use drugs and engage in other problem behaviors.

Belief in the Moral Order

Young people who have a belief in what is “right” or “wrong” are less likely to use drugs.
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Yuma County, Arizona

Table 3. Number of Students Who Completed the Survey

Number of Youth Grade 8 Grade 10 Grade 12

State | County | State | County | State | County

3451 213 4984 1008 3768 550

Table 4. Percentage of Students Reporting Risk
Risk Factor Grade 8 Grade 10 Grade 12

State | County | State | County | State | County
Community Domain
Low Neighborhood Attachment 38.1 45.5 39.3 45.9 443 49.7
Community Disorganization 43.1 35.1 40.0 51.3 39.5 49.3
Transitions & Mobility 474 48.0 453 48.0 45.1 51.1
Laws & Norms Favor Drug Use 349 22.2 35.1 36.1 33.1 31.9
Perceived Availability of Drugs 39.9 39.3 50.5 48.7 60.1 49.0
Perceived Availability of Handguns 37.5 37.8 24.7 27.5 32.7 30.2
Family Domain
Poor Family Management 43.1 37.2 41.5 46.3 46.2 44.4
Family Conflict 46.1 40.1 343 40.0 314 34.0
Family History of Antisocial Behavior 40.5 354 37.7 41.9 35.5 35.0
Parent Attitudes Favorable to ASB 41.7 44.9 44.3 40.9 42.9 40.0
Parent Attitudes Favor Drug Use 25.8 232 44.0 35.9 452 394
School Domain
Academic Failure 52.3 524 46.5 59.0 43.7 54.2
Low Commitment to School 41.2 39.3 454 37.5 44.6 38.3
Peer-Individual Domain
Rebelliousness 40.0 42.7 40.9 46.4 38.6 41.1
Early Initiation of ASB 33.6 29.1 31.1 34.6 322 30.9
Early Initiation of Drug Use 40.3 28.6 39.0 37.1 40.6 36.9
Attitudes Favorable to ASB 46.3 46.0 54.5 52.9 53.3 44.5
Attitudes Favorable to Drug Use 374 25.8 47.2 42.8 46.4 36.2
Perceived Risk of Drug Use 47.9 374 45.3 41.0 47.6 37.9
Interaction with Antisocial Peers 52.1 40.1 48.2 55.3 47.8 53.6
Friend's Use of Drugs 41.9 39.0 44.8 41.1 41.3 37.5
Sensation Seeking 41.6 39.4 44.6 41.1 46.5 39.9
Rewards for ASB 38.0 322 34.6 29.6 40.1 32.0
Depressive Symptoms 48.2 55.3 43.8 57.9 39.7 49.5
Gang Involvement 21.7 16.5 13.6 25.0 10.7 18.1
Table S. Percentage of Students Reporting Protection
[Protective Factor Grade 8 Grade 10 Grade 12

State | County | State | County | State | County
Community Domain
Opp. for Prosocial Involvement 40.7 55.7 43.6 404 432 45.6
Comm Rewards for Prosocial Involvement 31.9 31.0 42.3 40.1 374 40.0
Family Domain
Family Attachment 52.4 49.5 494 40.6 61.5 55.1
Family Opp. for Prosocial Involvement 59.2 59.9 57.8 51.0 56.9 56.0
Family Rewards for Prosocial Involvement 61.0 60.4 56.5 48.1 57.7 50.1
School Domain
Opp. for Prosocial Involvment 56.2 66.2 58.6 51.2 64.2 52.4
Rewards for Prosocial Involvement 48.9 57.3 60.8 61.1 49.5 50.2
Peer-Individual Domain
Social Skills 59.5 64.1 53.8 522 64.1 69.5
Belief in the Moral Order 50.0 54.9 58.9 59.7 454 50.8
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Table 6. Percentage of Students Who Used ATODs During Their Lifetime

Grade 8 Grade 10 Grade 12
Drug Used State | County | State | County | State | County
Alcohol 56.9 57.7 72.3 75.6 80.8 84.7
Cigarettes 39.6 31.9 49.8 52.6 61.1 67.1
Chewing Tobacco 25.9 20.9 23.2 25.4 24.1 23.4
Marijuana 26.6 12.7 41.6 342 50.8 41.6
Inhalants 11.9 12.8 10.4 10.6 10.1 6.8
Hallucinogens 24 0.0 8.3 3.6 12.6 5.0
Cocaine 4.5 1.4 8.2 5.9 12.0 6.8
Amphetamines 2.9 1.4 6.8 5.5 8.6 8.5
Steroids 2.2 0.5 2.7 3.0 2.7 1.5
Heroin 1.9 0.9 32 2.7 3.8 2.4
Sedatives 2.1 1.4 5.7 35 7.4 33
Ecstasy 5.5 24 8.2 6.8 12.0 7.5
Any Drug 332 22.5 44.5 385 52.8 44.9
Table 7. Percentage of Students Who Used ATODs During the Past 30 Days

Grade 8 Grade 10 Grade 12
Drug Used State | County | State | County | State | County
Alcohol 34.4 32.7 47.9 50.1 58.9 56.7
Cigarettes 9.1 5.2 18.1 14.2 23.2 19.2
Chewing Tobacco 4.0 24 4.7 54 5.9 7.3
Marijuana 14.3 5.8 224 16.7 25.4 15.9
Inhalants 6.5 6.7 34 33 2.0 0.4
Hallucinogens 1.5 0.0 3.2 1.7 3.1 1.7
Cocaine 2.6 1.0 3.5 2.3 4.0 1.7
Amphetamines 1.0 0.5 2.6 2.3 2.2 2.2
Steroids 1.2 0.0 1.5 1.6 0.9 0.2
Heroin 1.2 0.0 1.4 1.6 1.3 0.9
Sedatives 1.0 0.0 2.6 1.5 3.4 1.1
Ecstasy 3.6 0.5 2.5 35 32 3.6
Any Drug 19.9 12.9 25.7 21.0 28.6 18.1
Table 8. Percentage of Students With Heavy Use of Alcohol and Cigarettes

Grade 8 Grade 10 Grade 12
Drug Used State | County | State | County | State | County
Alcohol 14.1 7.1 26.0 27.1 322 32.1
Cigarettes 1.2 0.0 35 1.8 6.0 3.7
Table 9. Percentage of Students With Antisocial Behavior in the Past Year

Grade 8 Grade 10 Grade 12
Behavior State | County | State | County | State | County
Suspended from School 18.1 104 11.6 11.9 8.1 8.1
Drunk or High at School 15.4 5.2 20.5 17.3 23.8 15.4
Sold Illegal Drugs 5.7 24 9.9 7.2 10.0 6.1
Stolen a Vehicle 3.3 1.9 3.6 42 2.1 2.2
Been Arrested 9.1 5.7 8.0 8.6 8.2 7.5
Attacked to Harm 11.6 9.6 10.8 12.4 9.1 7.6
Carried a Handgun 6.7 2.4 5.0 6.3 4.9 4.1
Handgun to School 1.4 0.0 1.3 24 1.0 0.4
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Table 10. Percentage of Students in the State and Your County Reporting Safety and School Issues

Response Grade 8 Grade 10 Grade 12
State | County State | County State | County
Safety
During the past 30 days, on how many days did you [0 days 94.63 97.63 94.20 93.08 93.24 94.70
carry a weapon such as a gun, knife, or club on 1 day 1.82 0.95 0.99 2.01 1.22 0.73
4-5 days 0.51 0.47 0.39 0.40 0.60 0.18
6 or more days 1.70 0.00 324 2.71 4.12 3.47
During the past 30 days, on how many days did you [0 days o466 98.12]  97.71]  96.41] 97.42]  96.18
not go to school because you felt you would be 1 day 3.22 1.88 1.09 1.89 L19 2.55
unsafe at school or on your way to or from school? |2-3 days 1.16 0.00 0.74 0.90 047 0.55
4-5 days 0.25 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.18 0.18
6 or more days 0.71 0.00 0.37 0.80 0.74 0.55
During the past 12 months, how many times has 0 times 89.96 94.84 91.00 90.21 94.42 92.71
someone threatened or injured you with a weapon |1 time 541 1.41 3.98 4.30 2.59 3.64
such as a gun, knife, or club on school property? |23 times 275|329 335 360 144 237
4-5 times 0.74 0.47 0.67 1.00 0.52 0.18
6-7 times 0.25 0.00 0.09 0.30 0.12 0.55
8-9 times 0.12 0.00 0.09 0.10 0.16 0.00
10-11 times 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.05 0.00
12 or more times 0.79 0.00 0.69 0.50 0.69 0.55
During the past 12 months, how many times were |0 times 78.52 88.21 87.63 85.96 93.54 91.99
you in a physical fight on school property? 1 time 12.65 8.96 7.27 6.97 3.56 3.83
2-3 times 5.86 2.36 3.62 4.98 1.82 3.46
4-5 times 1.23 0.47 0.52 1.10 0.34 0.36)
6-7 times 0.57 0.00 0.20 0.30 0.28 0.18
8-9 times 0.05 0.00 0.10 0.20 0.14 0.00
10-11 times 0.13 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.03 0.00
12 or more times 0.98 0.00 0.60 0.40 0.29 0.18
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